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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-31 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "searching user in line 10. Claim 2 recites 
the limitation "prospect user" in line 16. Claim 16 recites limitations "searching user" 
and "prospect user" in lines 12 and 16. Claim 29 recites limitations "searching user" and 
"prospect user" in lines 9 and 13. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1-15 are computer program product. Claims 
16-28 claim the method. Therefore, method of claim 28 cannot depend on claim 10 of 
the computer program product. For purpose of examination, Examiner assume claim 
28 depends on claim 23. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 

§ 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kurzius et al., (hereinafter Kurzius) U.S. Patent No. 6,385,620. 

7. As to claim 1 , Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, including a 
computer program product comprising: a computer readable medium having computer 
readable program code for locating a match embodied therein (col. 1 lines 58-col. 2 
lines 24), said computer readable program code configured to: 

obtain a first profile associated with a client-user from a searching-user (figure 9, 
elements 914-915, col. 12 lines 37-col. 13 lines 9); 

present a plurality of second profiles associated with a plurality of prospect-users 
to said searching-user wherein said searching user reviews said plurality of second 
profiles on behalf of said client-user (figure 9, element 910-912, col. 12 lines 20-36, col. 
15 lines 50-66). 

8. As to claim 2, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising computer readable program code configured to: obtain a selection 
associated with at least one of said plurality of prospect-users from said searching-user, 
wherein said selection identifies a selected prospect user (col. 13 lines 17-37). 
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9. As to claim 3, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
selection associated with said at least one of said plurality of prospect-users is stored in 
favorites list (col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 9). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

1 1 . Claims 4-6,10-11, and 1 6-1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 (a) as 
being unpatentable over Kurzius et al., (hereinafter Kurzius) U.S. Patent No. 
6,385,620. 

12. As to claim 4, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising computer readable program code configured to: transmit a recommendation 
message to said selected prospect-user (col. 7 lines 23-47, col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 
16). Kurzius teaches the recruiter selects a candidate that matched with client's profile 
and transmits the selected candidate to database server. The client then later accesses 
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database server and browses the selected candidate profile that assigned by the 
recruiter. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art 
at the time of the invention was made that Kurzius implicitly discloses the recruiter 
selects a candidate that matched with client's profile and transmit the selected 
candidate to database server. The client then later accesses database server and 
browses the selected candidate profile that assigned by the recruiter equivalent to the 
step of transmitting a recommendation message to said selected prospect-user 
disclosed in the applicant's specification. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that Kurzius performs the same function in substantially the same way to 
reach substantially the same result 

13. As to claim 5, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recommendation message comprises said first profile associated with said client-user 
(col. 7 lines 23-47, col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 16). 

14. As to claim 6, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recommendation message comprises a link associated with said first profile (col. 6 lines 
54-col. 7 lines 7, col. 7 lines 23-47, col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 16. hypertext links 
associated with candidate profile). 

15. As to claim 10, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising computer readable program code configured to: obtain a response message 
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from said at least one said selected prospect-user; transmit said response message to 
said client-user (figures 11, 13, col. 14 lines 5-39). 

16. As to claim 1 1 , Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
computer readable program code transmits said response message to said searching- 
user (figure 1 1 , col. 14 lines 5-39). 

17. As to claim 15, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising computer readable program code configured to: present said response 
message to said client-user (figure 1 1 , col. 14 lines 5-39). 

18. As to claim 16, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, including in a 
computer system, a method for locating a match comprising: 

obtaining a first profile associated with a client-user from a searching-user (figure 
9, elements 914-915, col. 12 lines 37-col. 13 lines 9); 

presenting a plurality of second profiles associated with a plurality of prospect- 
users to said searching-user wherein said searching user reviews said plurality of 
second profiles on behalf of said client-user (figure 9, element 910-912, col. 12 lines 20- 
36, col. 15 lines 50-66); 

obtaining a selection associated with at least one of said plurality of prospect- 
users from said searching-user, wherein said selection identifies a selected prospect 
user (col. 13 lines 17-37); 
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transmitting a recommendation message to said selected prospect user (col. 7 
lines 23-47, col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 16). Kurzius teaches the recruiter selects a 
candidate that matched with client's profile and transmits the selected candidate to 
database server. The client then later accesses database server and browses the 
selected candidate profile that assigned by the recruiter. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made 
that Kurzius implicitly discloses the recruiter selects a candidate that matched with 
client's profile and transmit the selected candidate to database server. The client then 
later accesses database server and browses the selected candidate profile that 
assigned by the recruiter equivalent to the step of transmitting a recommendation 
message to said selected prospect-user disclosed in the applicant's specification. A 
person of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that Kurzius performs the 
same function in substantially the same way to reach substantially the same result. 

19. As to claim 17, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
selection associated with said at least one of said plurality of prospect-users is stored in 
a favorites list (col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 9). 

20. As to claim 18, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recommendation message comprises information from said first profile associated with 
said client-user (col. 7 lines 23-47, col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 16). 
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21 . As to claim 19, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
recommendation message comprises a link associated with said first profile (col. 6 lines 
54-col. 7 lines 7, col. 7 lines 23-47, col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 16. Hypertext links 
associated with candidate profile). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

22. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

23. Claims 7-9, 12-15, 20-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Kurzius et al., (hereinafter Kurzius) U.S. Patent No. 6,385,620, in 
view of Walker et al., (hereinafter Walker) U.S. Patent No. 5,884,272. 

24. As to claim 7, Kurzius does not explicitly teach the invention as claimed; 
however, Walker teaches transmit said recommendation message to said selected 
prospect-user routes said message through an intermediary (col. 7 lines 29-col. 8 lines 
20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the 
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time of the invention was made to modify the teachings of Kurzius to include the step of 
transmitting message to said selected prospect-user through an intermediary as teach 
by Walker because it would provide an efficient anonymous communications system 
that protect and control over the release of identify information to others (col. 4 line 10- 
13). 

25. As to claim 8, Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary removes identifying information associated with said searching-user from 
said recommendation message before forwarding said recommendation message to 
said selected prospect-user (figure 9, col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Kurzius and Walker to have the same 
motivation as set forth in claim 7, supra. 

26. As to claim 9, Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary comprises a blind exchange (col. 1 lines 49-63, col. 3 lines 48-57, figure 9, 
col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Kurzius and Walker to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 7, supra. 

27. As to claim 12, Kurzius does not explicitly teach the invention as claimed; 
however, Walker teaches transmitting said response message to said client-user routes 
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said message through an intermediary (col. 7 lines 29-col. 8 lines 20). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Kurzius to include the step of 
transmitting message to said client-user through an intermediary as teach by Walker 
because it would provide an efficient anonymous communications system that protect 
and control over the release of identify information to others (col. 4 line 10-13). 

28. As to claim 13, Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary comprises a blind exchange (col. 1 lines 49-63, col. 3 lines 48-57, figure 9, 
col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Kurzius and Walker to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 12, supra. 

29. As to claim 14, Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary removes identifying information associated with said prospect-user (figure 
9, col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Kurzius and Walker to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 12, supra. 

30. As to claim 20, Kurzius does not teach the invention as claimed; however, 
Walker teaches wherein said transmitting said recommendation message to said 
selected prospect-user routes said message through an intermediary (col. 7 lines 29- 
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col. 8 lines 20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing art at the time of the invention was made to modify the teachings of Kurzius 
to include the step of transmitting message to said selected prospect-user through an 
intermediary as teach by Walker because it would provide an efficient anonymous 
communications system that protect and control over the release of identify information 
to others (col. 4 line 10-13). 

31 . As to claim 21 , Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary removes identifying information associated with said searching-user from 
said recommendation message before forwarding said recommendation message to 
said selected prospect-user (figure 9, col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Kurzius and Walker to have the same 
motivation as set forth in claim 20, supra. 

32. As to claim 22, Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary comprises a blind exchange (col. 1 lines 49-63, col. 3 lines 48-57, figure 9, 
col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Kurzius and Walker to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 20, supra. 
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33. As to claim 23, Kirzius teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising: obtaining a response message from said at least one said selected 
prospect-user (figures 11, 13, col. 14 lines 5-39); transmitting said response message to 
said client-user (figure 11, col. 14 lines 5-39). 

34. As to claim 24, Kirzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
response message is transmitted to said searching-user (figure 1 1 , col. 14 lines 5-39). 

35. As to claim 25, Kurzius does not explicitly teach the invention as claimed; 
however, Walker teaches wherein said response message is transmitted to said client- 
user by routing said response message through an intermediary (col. 7 lines 29-col. 8 
lines 20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art 
at the time of the invention was made to modify the teachings of Kurzius to include the 
step of transmitting message to said client-user through an intermediary as teach by 
Walker because it would provide an efficient anonymous communications system that 
protect and control over the release of identify information to others (col. 4 line 10-13). 

36. As to claim 26, Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary comprises a blind exchange (col. 1 lines 49-63, col. 3 lines 48-57, figure 9, 
col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Kurzius and Walker to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 25, supra. 
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37. As to claim 27, Walker teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
intermediary removes identifying information associated with said prospect-user (figure 
9, col. 19 lines 62-col. 20 lines 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of Kurzius and Walker to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 25, supra. 

38. As to claim 28, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising: presenting said response message to said client-user (figure 11, col. 14 
lines 5-39). 

39. As to claim 29, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, including in a 
computer system, a method for locating a match comprising: 

obtaining a first profile associated with a client-user from a searching-user (figure 
9, elements 914-915, col. 12 lines 37-col. 13 lines 9); 

presenting a plurality of second profiles associated with a plurality of prospect- 
users to said searching-user wherein said searching user reviews said plurality of 
second profiles on behalf of said client-user (figure 9, element 910-912, col. 12 lines 20- 
36, col. 15 lines 50-66); 

obtaining a selection associated with at least one of said plurality of prospect- 
users from said searching-user, wherein said selection identifies a selected prospect 
user (col. 13 lines 17-37); 
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obtaining a response message from said selected prospect-user (figure 11, col. 
14 lines 5-39); 

obtaining a reply message from said client-user (figure 11, col. 14 lines 5-39); 
transmitting said reply message to said prospect-user (figure 11, col. 14 lines 5- 

39). 

transmitting a recommendation message comprising information from said first 
profile to said selected prospect-user (col. 7 lines 23-47, col. 12 lines 59-col. 13 lines 
16). Kurzius teaches the recruiter selects a candidate that matched with client's profile 
and transmits the selected candidate to database server. The client then later accesses 
database server and browses the selected candidate profile that assigned by the 
recruiter. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art 
at the time of the invention was made that Kurzius implicitly discloses the recruiter 
selects a candidate that matched with client's profile and transmit the selected 
candidate to database server. The client then later accesses database server and 
browses the selected candidate profile that assigned by the recruiter equivalent to the 
step of transmitting a recommendation message to said selected prospect-user 
disclosed in the applicant's specification. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that Kurzius performs the same function in substantially the same way to 
reach substantially the same result. 

Kurzius does not explicitly teach transmitting said response message to said 
client-user via said blind exchange; and transmitting a recommendation message 
comprising information from said first profile to said selected prospect-user via a blind 
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exchange. However, Walker teaches transmitting first party and second party profile 
and request/response through central controller. Central controller will remove parties' 
identities before forward to another party (col. 7 lines 29-col. 8 lines 20). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Kurzius to include the step of 
transmitting message and response to said client-user and prospect-user via said blind 
exchange as teach by Walker because it would provide an efficient anonymous 
communications system that protect and control over the release of identify information 
to others (col. 4 line 10-13). 

40. As to claim 30, Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
transmitting provides said searching-user said response message (figure 11, col. 14 
lines 5-39). 

41 . As to claim 31 , Kurzius teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said 
transmitting provides said searching-user said reply message (figure 11, col. 14 lines 5- 
39). 

Conclusion 

42. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure (please see PTO-892). 
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43. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thu Ha Nguyen, whose telephone number is (703) 
305-7447. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:00 
AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam, can be reached at (703) 308-6662. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular communications. 



Thu Ha Nguyen 



April 30, 2004 




HOSAIN ALAM 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



